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English Translation of Official Action 

Appeal (Trial) Case No.: 2005-1836 
(Japanese Patent Application No.: 2000-368427) 
Dated: June 13, 2007 (Mailing date: June 19, 2007) 
Trial Examiner- In - Cheif : Michitaka Itabashi 
Demandant: Yamaha Corporation 

Patent Attorney: Hideo Takahashi (four others) 

It is determined that this application regarding this 
appeal (trial) case should be rejected for the under- 
mentioned reasons , as a result of collegiate examination. 
The demandant is required to submit a response to the 
Japanese Patent Office within 60 days from the mailing date 
of the present Official Action, if any. 

Reasons 

1. Application Processing 

This application was filed on December 4. 2000, and 
subjected- to a decision of rejection, on December 21, 2004, 
against which a trial was then demanded on March 7, 2005, and 
an amendment was filed on the same date as the demand for 
trial . 

2. As to Amendment Dated March 7, 2005 

This amendment was dismissed due to a decision to 
dismiss the amendment of the same date as this Official 
Action . 

The reason is set forth below. 

3 . As to the Present Invention 

Since the amendment dated March 7, 2005 was dismissed, 
as described above, it is determined that the present 
invention is defined by matters stated in claims 1 to 3 of 
the amendment dated December, 2, 2004. 

Accordingly, the present inventions are not patentable 
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under the following reasons. 



[Reasons ] 

The inventions as claimed in the whole claims are not 
patentable under Article 29(2) of the Patent Law, since the 
invention could easily have been made by a person skilled in 
the art to which the invention pertains, on the basis of 
inventions described in the below-mentioned publications 
distributed in Japan or in a foreign country prior to the 
filing date of the this application. 



Remarks 



A. Japanese Laid-Open Patent Publication (Kokai) No. 
2000-155572) 

B. Japanese Laid-Open Patent Publication (Kokai) No. 
H09-152872) 

(Publication 1 cited in the Office Action dated 
September 29, 2004) 



Publication A, as a laid-open patent publication of an 
application corresponding to the invention of a sound source 
device that generates musical sounds by inputting MIDI 
messages, describes at a paragraph [0028] as follows: 

"In random assignment, it operates as follows. If a 
note-on message is inputted, a control section 21 determines 
which musical instrument tone color is assigned to the MIDI 
channel. A sounding slot for generating a musical sound of 
the musical device tone is then assigned out of an empty slot. 
Further, the waveform data, player character data, and the 
velocity and pitch data which were received by the note -on 
message are inputted to the sounding slot. The sounding slot 
starts generating a musical sound based on these data." 

It is obvious that, referring paragraph [0009] and FIG. 
2, the waveform data indicates PCM waveform data. 



Further, in MIDI messages, it is defined to form each of 
sounding events in accordance with MIDI channels and to form 
a tone color assignment of each MIDI channel as a program 
change message, by MIDI protocol, which is ex officio obvious 
even if Publication A does not describe forgoing contents. 

(Please refer to MIDI written standards, Japanese Laid- 
Open Patent Publication (Kokai) No. 2000-081884 , and so forth, 
if necessary. 

Moreover, when musical sounds are generated based on 
messages of the MIDI protocol, a tone color assignment is 
performed by a program change message, and channel 
information is included in the messages of the sounding 
events. Therefore, it is a matter of course that tone color 
wave information assigned to respective channels is stored, 
and Publication A need not be presented.) 

Accordingly, Publication A substantially describes as 
follows : 

"A musical instrument tone color is assigned to a MIDI 
channel by tone modification instructions by note-on messages. 

A sound source device determines a musical instrument 
tone color based on channel information in a note-on message 
when the note-on message is inputted, and inputs PCM waveform 
data of the tone to a sounding slot (a sound source section) 
to thereby generate a musical sound." 



Meanwhile, Publication B, which is a unexpected patent 
publication of an application related to the invention of 
electronic musical instruments using the compressed data with 
the data decompressed, describes under paragraph [0020] as 
follows : 

"The data to be compressed is exemplified by 
demonstration performance data. The data stored in the 
electronic musical instruments includes waveform sampled- 
value data, a tone parameter, rhythm pattern data, and so on. 



to any one of which the present invention can be applied. In 
the case of the wave sampled- value data, only waveform data 
corresponding to the designated tone is decompressed from a 
wave ROM storing the compressed data to a RAM, and the 
waveform data is read from the RAM. Alternatively, in this 
case, a tone generator circuit 8 may be equipped with a 
decompression circuit or a decompression process function, 
and then may start performing a decompression process of the 
compressed waveform data to be used, with a start of sounding, 
and decompress the waveform data to the sampled-value data of 
an address which is required with respect to each sampling 
period" . 

Here, the waveform sampled-value data is used as a 
synonym for the PCM data. "May" in the subsequent stage 
includes "need not adopt"; accordingly, in other words. 
Publication B describes as follows: 

"Electronic musical instruments comprising a waveform 
ROM storing compressed PCM waveform data, a RAM storing 
decompressed PCM waveform data, decompression means for 
decompressing the compressed PCM waveform data, and a tone 
generator circuit, the instruments reading PCM waveform data 
corresponding to the designated tone from the waveform ROM to 
decompress the data, storing the decompressed PCM waveform 
data in the RAM, and reading the PCM waveform data from the 
RAM to generate musical tones, 

wherein, when the PCM waveform data decompressed from 
the compressed data is used, only the designated tone data is 
decompressed to the RAM, and the waveform data is read from 
the RAM." 

The invention as claimed in claim 1 is constituted such 
that the invention described in Publication B is applied to 
the invention described in Publication A. 

Specifically, this invention as claimed in claim 1 is no 
more than, in the invention described in Publication A, a 



sound source device which, useing compressed data as PCM 
waveform data, decompresses only the designated tone data by 
a tone color changing instruction to the RAM corresponding to 
the designated channel, and generates musical tones using the 
waveform data when the tone color changing instruction is 
issued. 

Both the inventions described in Publication A and B are 
related to a sound generator generating musical tones based 
on MIDI signals, therefore, it does not seem to be remarkably 
difficult to apply Publication A to Publication B. Further, 
the application newly provides no other effects except those 
provided by the inventions described in the respective 
publications . 

Therefore, the invention as claimed in claim 1 could 
easily have been made by a person skilled in the art on the 
basis of inventions described in the respective publications. 

Further, the inventions claimed in claims 2 and 3 can be 
obtained by merely adding a well-known art to the matters 
defining the invention as claimed in claim 1 respectively, 
and hence are design matters which a person skilled in the 
art suitably selects. 

[Reasons for Dismissal of Written Amendment Dated March 7, 
2005] 

The Written Amendment dated March 7, 2005, aims to 
change "a first waveform storage that stores a plurality of 
compressed waveform data" to "a first waveform storage that 
stores a plurality of compressed waveform data corresponding 
to tone colors of musical sounds. 



Previously presented claim 1 recites "...for reading out 
the first waveform storage the compressed waveform data 



corresponding to the designated tone colors by the tone color 
changing instruction, ..." 

This makes it obvious to store a plurality of compressed 
waveform data corresponding to tone colors in the first 
waveform storage. Here, it is a matter of course that "tone 
colors" means "tone colors of musical sounds." 

Therefore, the amendment provides no limitation of the 
first waveform storage, and hence could not be considered as 
limitative restriction of claims. 

In addition, this amendment does not aim at any one of 
the cancellation of claims, the correction of errors in the 
description, and the clarification of ambiguous description. 

Therefore, this amendment violates Patent Law Section 
17-2(4), and thus should be dismissed under Patent Law 
Section 53(1) as applied mutatis mutandis under Section 53(1). 

Should you have questions on this Official Action, 
contact the following Examiner. 

Michitaka Itabashi, Trial Examiner in 31st Board of 
Appeals 

TEL 03-3581-1101 ext. 3731 FAX 03-3584-1981 
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